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(iii) the laws then in force in that part of Her Majesty's dominions
where he had his domicil of origin.'
If, therefore, a British subject, whose domicil of origin is in
New South Wales, makes a will in Switzerland at a time when
he is domiciled in France and ultimately dies domiciled in
England, his will is formally valid by virtue of the section if
it satisfies the requirements of any one of the following three
laws,
(i)  Swiss law (lox loci actus\ or
(ii) French law (lex domicilii at time of execution), or the
(iii) law of New South Wales (law of domicil of origin),
and it is valid at common law if it satisfies the requirements of
(iv) English law (lex domicilii at death).
The restricted application of the section must, however, be Restricted
observed. It is restricted to a will made out of the United King- *j^*^
dom, a term which now includes no more than England, Scot-
land and Northern Ireland;1 it deals only with the question of
formal validity; it is confined to wills of British subjects; its
operation is limited to personalty. As regards British nationa-
lity, it is indifferent whether the testator was a natural born or
a naturalized subject,2 but the status must have been possessed
by him at the time when the will was made.3 It is presumably
immaterial that he lost it later.4'Personalty* bears.the ordinary
meaning attributed to it by English internal law and thus in-
cludes, for example, leaseholds5 and land subject to a trust for
sale but not yet sold.6
The second'section of the Act deals with wills made by waismide
British subjects within one of the countries forming part of the £^"the
United Kingdom. The section provides that:
'Every will made within the United Kingdom by any British subject
(whatever may be his domicil at the time of execution or of death) shall
1 Not Eire: Irish Free State (Consequential Adaptation of Enactments) Order,
1923; nor the Isle of Man, nor the Channel Isknds; Royal and Parliamentary
Titles Act, 1927, s. 2 (2).	2 In the Goods of Gaily (1876), i P.D. 438.
3	Eloxam v. Favre (1884), 9 P.D. 130; In the Goods ofFon Bustck (1881),
6PD. 211.
4	So decided by the Supreme Court of British Columbia, In re Cohille, [1932]
i D.L.R. 47.
5	ReGrassi9StubberfieIdv. Grassi, [1905] I Ch. 584. As to whether'personal
estate* includes a mortgage of freeholds see In re Gauthier, [1944] 3 D.L.R.
(Canada), and article ibid, by Falconbridge.
6	In re Lyxis Settlement Trusts, [1919] i Ch. 80.

